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AMENDMENT 


MS Amendment 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 

In the Office Action of February 9, 2005 claims 1, 4, 6, 7, 10 and 12 we rejected 
as anticipated by Rantanen. The other claims, 2, 3, 5 and 8-12 were rejected as 
unpatentable (35 USC 103) based on a combination of Rantanen and Scagnelli- 

In the May amendment applicant amended claims 1 , 6, 7 and 12 and added new 

dependent claims 13-18. 

The final rejection indicates that claims 1-18 are rejected "under 35 USC I02(r) 
as being unpatentable over Rantanen (US 6,685,562) is maintained." 

Applicant assumes that the Office Action was intended to refer to a rejects 
under 35 USC 102(b) or 35 USC 102(e). The comment that the rejection is maintained is 
confusing since the earlier rejection (of February 9, 2005) was in-part a reject™ under 
35 USC 102, but in-part a rejection under 35 USC 103. More particularly, m the 
February 2005 rejection claims 1, 4, 6, 7, 10 and 12 were rejected under 35 USC 102(e) 
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